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SENATE—Friday, January 22, 1999

The Senate met at 1:03 p.m. and was
called to order by the Chief Justice of
the United States.

——————

TRIAL OF WILLIAM JEFFERSON
CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The Senate
will convene as a Court of Impeach-
ment. The Chaplain will offer a prayer.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John
Ogilvie, offered the following prayer:

Spirit of the living God, fall afresh on
us. We need Your strength. The wells of
our own resources run dry. We need
Your strength to fill up our diminished
reserves—silent strength that flows
into us with artesian resourcefulness,
quietly filling us with renewed power.
You alone can provide strength to
think clearly and to decide decisively.

Bless the Senators today as they
trust You as Lord in the inner tribunal
of their own hearts. You are Sovereign
of this land, but You are also Sovereign
of the inner person inside each Sen-
ator. May these hours of questions
bring exposure of truth and resolution
of uncertainties. O God of righteous-
ness and grace, guide this Senate at
this decisive hour. You are our Lord
and Saviour. Amen.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Senators may
be seated. The Sergeant at Arms will
make the proclamation.

The Sergeant at Arms, James W.
Ziglar, made proclamation as follows:

Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye! All persons are
commanded to keep silent, on pain of impris-
onment, while the Senate of the United
States is sitting for the trial of the articles
of impeachment exhibited by the House of
Representatives against William Jefferson
Clinton, President of the United States.

THE JOURNAL

The CHIEF JUSTICE. If there is no
objection, the Journal of proceedings of
the trial are approved to date.

Pursuant to the provisions of Senate
Resolution 16, the Senate is provided
up to 16 hours during which Senators
may submit questions in writing di-
rected to either the managers, on the
part of the House of Representatives,
or counsel for the President. The Chair
recognizes the majority leader.

Mr. LOTT. Thank you, Mr. Chief Jus-
tice.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. LOTT. This afternoon, the Sen-
ate will begin the question-and-answer
period for not to exceed 16 hours, as
provided in Senate Resolution 16. I
have consulted several times about this
procedure with Senator DASCHLE and

others, and we have determined that
the majority will begin the questioning
process with the first question, and we
will then alternate back and forth.

As I noted yesterday, this has not
been done in quite a while, so we will
just have to go forward in a way that
we feel is fair and comfortable. We ask
that you give the benefit of the doubt
to us in how we send the questions up
to the Chief Justice. Senator DASCHLE
and I will try to make sure that the
time stays pretty close to even as we
go through the day. Of course, the
Chief Justice, I am sure, will make
sure the deliberations and the answers
are fair. We hope the answers will be
succinct and that they will respond to
the questions.

One question that has arisen from
Senators on both sides is, can we direct
a question to both sides, the White
House counsel and the House man-
agers, simultaneously, and the answer
is no. Under our rules, we will direct
the question to one side or the other,
and our questions for either side may
go to either one of the parties, but only
one can answer that question.

Of course, there is the possibility for
a followup question that might be di-
rected to one side or the other. We will
just deal with that as we go forward.

I expect, for the information of all
Senators, that we will go approxi-
mately 5 hours today. I don’t know how
many questions we can get done in an
hour, but I suspect by 6 o’clock on Fri-
day we will have exhausted a series of
questions that will entitle us to a
break at that point. But, again, we will
just have to see how we feel about it.
We would not stop, obviously, in the
middle of a question.

We will resume again on Saturday at
10 a.m., alternating between both sides.
The schedule at this point is undecided.
We need to see how many questions are
left that Senators really feel need to be
asked and, again, we will have to see
how the day progresses.

I did have Senators come up to me
yesterday and talk to me about we
need some reasonable limit on that.
But I am thinking in general terms of
not going beyond 4 o’clock on Satur-
day. We will converse and make those
announcements after consultation as
we go forward tomorrow or during the
day even tomorrow.

I hope we can complete our ques-
tioning period by the close of business
tomorrow, but if we go with the times
I basically mentioned, we are talking
about 10 hours, not 16. So we will have
to consult and determine if we ask the
basic questions or if we want to con-
tinue it later or even over on Monday.

I believe, Mr. Chief Justice, that
completed the explanation that I want-
ed to give at this time.

I do have the first question prepared
to send to the Chief Justice, but I
thought perhaps he had some further
business he might want to address be-
fore I did that.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Yes. I would
like to advise counsel on both sides
that the Chair will operate on a rebut-
table presumption that each question
can be fully and fairly answered in 5
minutes or less. (Laughter.)

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, I do
send the first question to the desk.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Senators AL-
LARD, BUNNING, COVERDELL and CRAIG
ask the House managers:

Is it the opinion of the House Managers
that the President’s defense team, in the
presentation, mischaracterized any factual
or legal issue in this case? If so, please ex-
plain.

Mr. Manager BRYANT. Mr. Chief
Justice, distinguished colleagues, and
Members of the Senate, there are—first
of all, let me thank you for the oppor-
tunity to respond to questions. We
hope we can do that in a succinct man-
ner today.

There are a number of
mischaracterizations in statements
that we disagree with that the Presi-
dent’s defense team made. I will not at-
tempt to cover all of these. And I
would like to highlight just a few of
these, and perhaps might, in a short
manner, exceed the rebuttal presump-
tion of 5 minutes.

Mr. Craig made the argument on be-
half of the President that this is a lot
about an oath versus oath perjury case.
Article I is the perjury allegation—one
word against another person’s word,
““he said, she said.”” However, we would
submit that there was not discussed in
their presentation the fact that there
is ample corroboration which is pro-
vided for under the law as it being nec-
essary.

But we believe factually there was
much corroboration; that is, another
person or other evidence to support the
fact that the President did commit the
perjury, and particularly those aspects
of the perjury charge that deal with
the personal relationship that Ms.
Lewinsky and the President had.

Very clearly, White House records
and phone logs, along with Ms.
Lewinsky’s incredible recollection of
particular names and events, and the
circumstances surrounding these par-
ticular occasions, that have already
been highlighted in the past—and we
all know about those types of tele-
phone conversations. And she was very
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